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Summary 
The paper gives a brief introduction to the basic principles of structural reliability theory and its 
application to bridge engineering. Fundamental concepts like failure probability and reliability 
index are introduced. Ultimate as well as serviceability limit states for bridges are formulated, 
and as an example the reliability profile and a sensitivity analysis for a corroded reinforced 
. concrete bridge is -shown. 
Further the paper presents the development of new bridge design codes in the United States and 
Canada. They are based on a probability approach. Structural performance is measured in terms 
of the reliability index. The major steps include selection of representative structures, calculation 
of reliabil~ty for the selected bridges, selection of the target reliability index and calculation of 
load and resistance factors. Load and resistance factors are derived so that the reliability of 
bridges designed using the proposed provisions will be at the predefined target level. 
Introduction 
In the paper a brief introduction to modern structural reliability theory and its application to 
assessment of the reliability of bridges is presented. For the so-called fundamental problem with 
one stress effect variable and one load variable the failure probability concept is introduced. The 
fundamental case is then generalized to the general case with several correlated uncertainty 
variables . 
To be able to assess the reliability of bridges, relevant limit states must be formulated. In the 
paper ultimate limit states (ULS) as well as serviceability limit states (SLS) are defined. As an 
example of the assessment of the reliability of a bridge a simple concrete slab bridge with 
corroded reinforcement is analysed. Three models for corrosion of reinforcement are formulated 
and the reliability profile is calculated. Further, the importance of die sensitivity analysis is 
emphasized. 
The paper also presents the development of a new load and resistance factor design (LRFD) 
bridge code in the United States (ref. 1) and Canada (ref. 2). They are based on a probability 
approach. The major steps include selection of representative structures, calculation of reliability 
for the selected bridges, selection of the target reliability index and calculation of load and 
resistance factors . Load and resistance factors are derived so that the reliability of bridges 
designed using the proposed provisions will be at the predefined target level. 
The load models are developed using the available statistical data, surveys and other 
observations. Load components are treated as random variables. Live load covers a range of 
forces produced by vehicles moving on the bridge. For multilane bridges, the maximum load 
effect is determined by simulations. The dynamic load is a function of three major parameters: 
road surface roughness, bridge dynamics (frequency of vibration) and vehicle dynamics 
(suspension system). The derivations are based on the numerical simulations. 
The capacity of a bridge depends on the resistance of its components and connections. Structural 
performance is measured in terms of the reliability index. The reliability indices are calculated 
for girder bridges, including non-composite steel, composite steel, reinforced concrete and 
prestressed concrete girders. The results show a considerable degree of variation. The calculated 
reliability indices served as a basis for the selection of the target reliability index. 
The Fundamental Reliability Problem 
In some simple cases the reliability of a structure or a single structural element is determined by 
only two independent stochastic variables ( a load effect variable S and a resistance variable R) 
and a single failure criterion R- S < 0. The failure probability P1 is then defined as the 
probability that S > R , i.e. 
P1 = P(R- S ~ 0) (I) 
It is easy to show , see (ref. 3 ), that P1 can be written 
~ 
P1 = J FR (x)fs (x)dx (2) 
where FR, is the distribution function of R, and where fs is the density function of S. This is 
illustrated in figure I. 
load effecL S roaiaLance R 
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Figure I. The fundamental reliability case. 
The General Reliability Problem 
In general , the reliability of structure is controlled by more than two stochastic variables. Let us 
assume that n stochastic variables X , X 2 , ... , X" are needed to model the reliability of a 
structure. Then the joint density function for these variable must be defined and a failure function 
(limit function) g( X 1 , •• , X") must be formulated in such a way that the structure is safe when 
g(-) > 0 and in a failure state when g(-) ~ 0. The failure probability is then defined by 
(3) 
2 
Exact evaluation of this integral is in general not possible so some kind of approximation i·s 
needed. For this purpose the so-called reliability index f3 has been introduced (ref.3 ). This index 
is a measure of the reliability of the structure. It is in general relatively easy to calculate, and it 
can be shown that 
(4) 
where <l> is the standard normal distribution function. 
Limit States for Bridges 
The following four limit states are usually selected for a reliability analysis of a concrete bridge: 
• ultimate limit state (ULS): 
- collapse limit state (member or system) 
- shear failu-re limit state 
• serviceability limit state (SLS): 
-crack width limit state 
- deflection limit state. 
For steel bridges a fatigue limit state will in general also be needed. 
Deterioration 
In this section a brief presentation of modelling of chloride induced corrosion of reinforcement in 
concrete slabs/beams is given. The corrosion initiation period refers to the time during which the 
passivation of steel is destroyed and the reinforcement starts corroding actively. The rate of 
chloride penetration into concrete, as a function of depth from the concrete surface and time, can 
be represented by Fick's law of diffusion. The corrosion initiation period can then be calculated 
on the basis of the initial chloride content, the chloride content on the surface, the diffusion 
coefficient, the critical chloride concentration, and the cover. When corrosion has started then the 
diameter of the reinforcement bars at the time t is modelled by a linear function with time. 
Reliability Profiles for Concrete Slab Bridges 
A simply supported reinforced concrete bridge (see figure 2) is used for illustration of reliability 
assessment of a bridge. It is a short span bridge built in 1975 in the UK. The dimensions of the 












Design loading: HA+ 45 units HB 
Concrete: feu"" 30 N/mm2 (nominaQ 
Reinforcement: fy• 250 N/mm2 (nominal) 
Figure 2. Bridge data. 
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For this particular bridge the corrosion model described above results in the corrosion 
development shown in figure 3. Figure 3 shows the reinforcement area as function of the time t 
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Figure 3. Reinforcement area A(t)) as a function of time. 
The general highway traffic load model in the EUROCODE (ref. 5) for lane and axle load is 
applied. The load effects produced by the EUROCODE model are multiplied by a static 
stochastic load factor (extreme type 1) and a dynamic stochastic load factor (normal). Based on 
stochastic modelling of the bridge and reinforcement dimensions, the concrete and reinforcement 
strength properties, the loading and the corrosion the reliability profile for the collapse load limit 
state 1are shown in figure 4. The collapse is defined as formation of a yield line collapse 
mechanism. 
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Figure 4. Reliability profile using a yield line limit state. 
The results from a sensitivity study gives the change of the reliability index when changes in the 
stochastic variables parameters are made. For t = 0 year and t = 120 years the results of such 
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Figure 5. Sensitivity analysis for yield line limit state at t = 0 years and at t = 120 years. 
Calibration Procedure 
The calibration procedure was based on (refs. 6-7). The work on the new bridge design code was 
formulated including the following steps: 
(a) Selection of representative bridges 
Representative structures were selected from various geographical regions of the United States 
(AASHTO) and the Province of Ontario (OHBDC). These structures cover materials, types and 
spans which are characteristic for the region. Emphasis is placed on current and future trends, 
rather than very old bridges. For each selected bridge, load effects (moments, shears, tensions 
and compressions) are calculated for various components. Load-carrying capacities are also 
evaluated. 
(b) Establishing the statistical data base for load and resistance parameters. 
The available data on load components, including results of surveys and other measurements, are 
gathered. Truck s.urvey and weigh-in-motion (WIM) data are used for modelling live load. There 
is little field data available for dynamic loads, therefore, a numerical procedure is developed for 
simulation of the dynamic bridge behaviour. Statistical data for resistance include material tests, 
component tests and field measurements. Numerical procedures are developed for simulation of 
the behaviour of large structural components and systems. 
(c) Development of load and resistance models. 
Loads and resistance are treated as random variables. Their variation is described by cumulative 
distribution functions (CDF) and correlations. For loads, the CDF's are derived using the 
available statistical data base (Step b). Live load model includes multiple presence of trucks in 
one lane and in adjacent lanes. Multilane reduction factors are calculated for wider bridges. 
Dynamic load is modelled for single trucks and two trucks side-by-side. Resistance models are 
developed for girder bridges. The variation of the ultimate strength is determined by simulations. 
System reliability methods are used to quantify the degree of redundancy. 
(d) Development of the reliability analysis procedure. 
Structural performance is measured in terms of the reliability, or probability of failure. Limit 
states are defined as mathematical formulas describing the state (safe or failure). Reliability is 
measured in terms of the reliability index, f3 . Reliability index is calculated using an iterative 
procedure. The developed load and resistance models (step c) are part of the reliability analysis 
procedure. 
(e) Selection of the target reliability index. 
Reliability indices are calculated for a wide spectrum of bridges designed according to the 
previous editions of AASHTO (ref.8) and OHBDC (ref.9) . 'Me performance of existing bridges 
is evaluated to determine whether their reliability level is adequate. The target reliability index, 
f3r, is selected to provide a consistent and uniform safety margin for all structures. 
(j) Calculation of load and resistance factors. 
Load factors, g , are calculated so that the factored load has a predetermined probability of being 
exceeded. Resistance factors, cp, are calculated so that the structural reliability is close to the 
target value, f3r . 
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Load and Resistance Models 
Load and resistance parameters are random variables. For steel girder bridges (non-composite 
and composite), reinforced concrete T -beams, and prestressed concrete girder bridges 
(pretensioned) the statistical models of resistance were developed in (ref. 10- I 5). 
It was determined, that the bias factor (ratio of mean to nominal) for dead load is A= 1.031.05, 
and coefficient of variation V = 0.08-0.10. For live load, depending on span length, for 
AASHTO A= 1.6-2.1 , for OHBDC A = 1.0-1.25, and V = 0.12. The nominal live load is 
represented by HS-20 truck (AASHTO 1992) and OHBDC truck (1983) . HS20 loading consists 
of either three axles : 35 kN, 142 kN and 142 kN, spaced 4.3m, or a uniformly distributed lane 
load of 9.3kN/m with a moving concentrated force of 80kN. In the new LRFD AASHTO Code 
(ref. 1), live load is a combination of HS-20 truck and a uniformly distributed load of 9.3 kN/m. 
Therefore, the bias factor for live load is A = 1.25-1.35. OHBDC (ref. 9) truck is a five axle 
vehicle: 60-140-140-200-160 kN, or a combination of 70% truck plus a uniformly distributed 
load of 10 kN/m. To make the bias factor more uniform, in OHBDC (ref. 2) the design truck has 
tandem axles .increased to 160 kN each (instead of 140 kN). The corresponding bias factor is 
A =0.95-1.10. 
Dynamic load associated with an extreme value of truck load is about 0.10-0.15 of the static 
portion of live load, with V = 0.80. For a combined static and dynamic live load V = 0.18. 
design dynamic load in AASHTO LRFD (ref. 1) is specified as 33% of the truck load effect (with 
zero a~signed to the uniform load) . In OHBDC (ref. 2), dynamic load is assumed equal to 0.25 of 
static live load, except for very short spans governed by a single axle or a tandem. 
The basic random variables considered in development of resistance models are dimensions, 
concrete compressive strength, and properties of structural steel, prestressing and non-
prestressing strands. The parameters for moment carrying capacity are A = 1.12 and V = 0.1 0, 
for non-composite and composite steel girders, A = 1.14 and V = 0.13, for reinforced concrete 
T-beams, and A = 1.05 and V = 0.075, for prestressed concrete AASHTO-type girders. For shear 
capacity the parameters are A = 1.14 and V = 0.105 for steel girders, A = 1.20 and V = 0.155 
for reinforced concrete T-beams, and A= 1.15 and V = 0.14 for prestressed concrete AASHTO-
type girders. 
Reliability Analysis Procedure 
Reliability indices, f3, are calculated using a specially developed computer procedure based on 
the first order reliability method. The available reliability methods are reviewed in several 
textbooks (refs . 3 and 16). The methods vary with regard to accuracy, required input data, 
computational effort and special features (time-variance). In some cases, a considerable 
advantage can be gained by using the system reliability methods. The structure is considered as a 
system of components. In the traditional reliability analysis, the analysis is performed for 
individual components . Systems approach allows quantification of the redundancy and 
complexity of the structure. The new AASHTO LRFD (ref. 1) and OHBDC (ref. 2) codes are 
based on element reliability. However, system reliability methods are used to verify the selection 
of redundancy factors. 
Structural performance is measured in terms of the reliability index f3 (ref.3). 
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Reliability Analysis For AASHTO (1992) 
To develop a reference spectrum of the reliability indices, f3, they were calculated for girders 
designed using the AASHTO (1992) and OHBDC (1983). In AASHTO (1992), the basic design 
requirement is expressed in terms of moments or shears (Load Factor Design), 
1.3D + 2.17(L+ /) < </JR (5) 
where 
D, L and I are moments (or shears) due to dead load, live load and impact, 
R is the moment (or shear) carrying capacity, and 
1J is the resistance factor. 
Values of the resistance factor are 4> = 1.00 for moment and shear in steel girders, 1J = 0.90 and 
0.85 for moment and shear in reinforced concrete T-beams, respectively, 4> = 1.00 and 0.90 for 
moment and she_ar in prestressed concrete AASHTO-type girders, respectively. 
In OHBDC (1983), the basic design requirement is, 
where 
l.ID1 + 1.2D2 + 1.5D3 + 1.4( L + I) < </JR 
is the dead load moment (or shear) due to factory-made components; 
is the dead load moment due to cast-in-place components; 
is the dead load moment due to asphalt; 
are moments (or shears) due to live load and impact; 
is the moment (or shear) carrying capacity, and 
is the resistance factor. 
(6) 
Values of the resistance factor are specified for material rather than components, and 4> = 0.90 
for moment and shear in steel, 4> = 0.70 in concrete in composite steel girders; 4> = 0.85 for steel 
rebars and prestressing steel, 1J = 0.75 for shear capacity of rebars. 
For AASHTO ( 1992), the results of calculations show a considerable vanatwn in reliability 
indices depending on limit state and span length, from about 2 for short span (I Om) and short 
girder spacing ( 1.2m) to over 4 for larger spans and girder spacing. The target reliability index 
was selected f3r = 3.5. For 01-IBDC (1983), reliability indices vary from 3 for short span (20m) 
to 4 for spans of 40-60 m, for steel girders and reinforced concrete T-beams. For prestressed 
concrete girders f3 is about 5. The same target reliability indeks, f3r =3.5, was selected. 
New Load And Resistance Factors 
The results of the reliability analysis for the current AASHTO (ref. 8) served as a basis for the 
development of more rational design criteria for the considered girders. The load factors 
developed for the LRFD AASHTO (ref. I) are 
1.25D + 1.50D A + 1.75( L +I) < </JR, (7) 
where 
D = dead load, 
7 
D A = dead load due to asphalt wearing surface, 
L =live load (static), 
I = dynamic load, 
R" =resistance (load carrying capacity), and 
if> = resistance factor. 
In the selection of resistance factors, the acceptance criterion is closeness to the target value of 
the reliability index, f3r . The recommended resistance factors are if> = 1.00 for moment and shear 
in steel girders, if> = 0.90 for moment and shear in reinforced concrete T-beams, if> = 1.00 and 
0.90 for moment and shear in prestressed concrete AASHTO-type girders, respectively. 
Reliability indices calculated for bridges designed using the new LRFD AASHTO (ref. 1) are 
close to the target value of 3.5 for all materials and spans. The calculated load and resistance 
factors produce a uniform spectrum of reliability indices. For comparison, the ratio of die 
required load carrying capacity by the new LRFD AASHTO (ref. I) and the AASHTO (ref. 8) 
varies from 0.9 to 1.2. 
For OHBDC (ref.2), the load factors were not changed from the 1983 edition (ref. 9), but 
recommended resistance factor for prestressing steel is if> = 0.95 . The resulting reliability indices 
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Figure 9. Reliability indices for OHBDC ( 1983) and OHBDC ( 1991) - Shear. 
Conclusions 
A brief introduction to the basic principles of structural reliability theory and its application to 
bridge engineering is given. Fundamental concepts like failure probability and reliability index 
are introduced. Ultimate as well as serviceability limit states for bridges are formulated, and as an 
example the reliability profile and a sensitivity analysis for a corroded reinforced concrete bridge 
are shown. 
The calculated load and resistance factors in the calibration part of the paper provide a rational 
basis for the design of bridges. They also provide a basis for comparison of different materials 
and structural types. The study has several important implications. The calculated load and 
resistance factors provide a uniform safety level for various bridges. The statistical analysis of 
load and resistance models served as a basis for the development of more rational design criteria. 
Bridge components designed using the proposed AASHTO LRFD (ref. l) and OBBDC (ref.2) 
have reliability index from 3.5 to 4.0, as shown in Fig. 6- 9. 
9 
Acknowledgements 
The research related to the bridge reliability assessment was performed for the Highways 
Agency, London, UK under the project DPU/9/44 "Revision of Bridge Assessment Rules Based 
on Whole Life performance: Concrete Bridges". The presented research related to AASHTO 
LRFD was carried out in conjunction with the National Cooperative Highway Research Program 
(NCHRP) Project 12-33. Research related to OHBDC was sponsored by the Ontario Ministry of 
Transpo_rtation. 
The opinions and conclusions expressed or implied in the paper are those of the writers and are 
not necessarily those of the sponsoring organizations. 
References 
I. AASHTO, 1994, "LRFD Bridge Design Specifications", American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation Officials, Wash., DC. 
2. OHBDC, · 1991, "Ontario Highway Bridge Design Code", 3rd edition, Ministry of 
Transportation, Downsview, Ontario, Canada. 
3. Thoft-Christensen, P. and Baker, M.J ., 1982, "Structural Reliability Theory and Its 
Application", Springer-Verlag, p. 267. 
4. Thoft-Christensen, P., et al., 1996, "Assessment of the Reliability of Concrete Slab Bridges", 
IFIP WG 7.5 Working Conf., Boulder, Colorado. 
5. Eurocode 1, Part 3 (ENV 1991-3), 1995 
6. Nowak, A.S., 1995, "Calibration of LRFD Bridge Code", ASCE Journal of Structural 
Engineering, Vol. 121, No. 8, pp. 1245-1251. 
7. Nowak, A.S. and Grouni, H.N., 1994, "Calibration ofthe OHBDC-1991", Canadian Journal of 
Civil Engineering, Vol. 21, pp. 25-35. 
8. AASHTO, 1992, "Standard Specifications for Highway Bridges", American Assoc. Of State 
Highway and Transp. Officials, Wash ., DC. 
9. OHBDC, 1983, "Ontario Highway Bridge Design Code", 2nd edition, Ministry of 
Transportation, Downsview, Ontario, Canada. 
10. Nowak, A.S., 1993, "Live Load Model for Highway Bridges", Journal of Structural Safety, 
Vol. 13, Nos. 1+2, December, pp. 53-66. 
11. Nowak, A.S., 1994, "Load Model for Bridge Design Code", Canadian Journal of Civil 
Engineering, Vol. 21, pp. 36-49. 
12. Nowak, A.S . and Hong, Y-K., 1991, "Bridge Live Load Models," ASCE Journal of Structural 
Engineering, Vol. 117, No. 9, pp. 2757-Z767. 
13. Hwang, E-S . and Nowak, A.S., 1991, "Simulation of Dynamic Load for Bridges," ASCE 
Journal of Struc. Eng., Vol. 117, No. 5, pp. 1413-1434. 
14. Nowak, A.S ., Yamani, A.S . and Tabsh, S.W., 1994, "Probabilistic Models for Resistance of 
Concrete Bridge Girders", ACI Structural Journal, Vol. 91, No. 3, pp. 269-276. 
15. Tabsh, S.W. and Nowak, A.S. , "Reliability of Highway Girder Bridges," ASCE Journal of 
Struc. Eng., Vol. 117, No. 8, (1991), pp. 2373-2388. 
10 




STRUCTURAL RELIABILITY THEORY SERIES 
PAPER NO. 144: S. Engelund: Probabilis tic Mod els and Computational Methods for 
Chloride Ingress in Concrete. Ph. D.-Thesis. ISSN 1395-7953 R9707. 
PAPER NO. 145: H. U. Koyliiogiu , S. R. K. Nielsen, Ja.m.ison Abbott & A. ~· (:akrnak: 
Local and Modal Damage Indicators for Reinfor'Ced Concrete Sh ear Fmmes subject to 
Earthquakes. ISSN 0902-7513 R9521 
PAPER l;IO . 146: P. H. Kirkegaard, S. R. K Nielsen, R. C. Micaletti & A. ~ · (:akmak: 
Identification of a Maximum Softening Damage IndicatoT of RC- Structures using . Time-
Freq·u.ency Techniqv.es. ISSN 0902-7513 R9522. 
PAPER NO. 147: R. C. Micaletti , A. ~· Qakmak, S. R. K. Nielsen & P. H. Kirkega.ard: 
ConstTuction of Time-D ependent Spectra v.sing Wav elet Analysis for Determination of 
Global Damage. ISSN 0902-7513 R9517. 
PAPER NO. 148: H. U. Koyluoglu, S. R.. K Nielsen & A. ~· Qa.kmak: Hysteretic 
MDOF Model to Quantify Damage faT TC Sh ear Fram es subject to Earthquakes . ISSN 
1395-7953 R9601. 
PAPER NO . 149: P. S. Skjcerbrek, S. R. K Nielsen & A. ~· Qa.kmak Damage Loca.-
tion of Severely Damaged RC-Str'l,Lctures based on Measured Eigenperiods from a Single 
Respons ~. ISSN 0902-7513 R9518. 
PAPER NO . 15.0: S .. R. K. Nielsen & H. U. Koyluoglu: Path Integration applied to 
StTuctuml Systems with UnceTta.in Pr-opeTties. ISSN 1395-7953 R9602. 
PAPER NO. 151 : H. U. Koyli.ioglu & S. R. K. Nielsen: System !Jynamics and Modifi ed 
Cumulant N eglect Closure Schemes. ISSN 1395-7953 R9603 . 
PAPER. NO. 152: R. C. Mica.letti, A.~ · Qakrnak, S. R. K. Nielsen, H. U. Koyluoglu: Ap-
pToximate A nalytica.l Solution for the 2nd- 0TdeT moments of a. SD 0 F I{ ysteretic Oscill(J;-
toT with Low Yield Levels Excited by Stationar'JJ Gaussian Whit e Noise . ISSN 1395-7953 
R9715 . 
PAPER NO. 153.: R. C. Micaietti, A.~· Qakmak, S. R. K Nielsen & H. U. Koyluoglu: A 
Solution Method joT LineaT and Geometrica.lly Nonlin ea.r MDOF Systems with Random 
Properti es subject to Random Excitat?:on. ISSN 1395-7953 R9632. 
PAPER NO . 154: J. D. S0rensen , M. H. Fa.ber, I. B. Kroon: Optimal Reliability-Based 
Planning of ExpeTiments for POD Cv.Tv es. ISSN 1395-7953 R9542. 
PAPER N 0. 155: J . D. S0rensen , S. Engelund; Stochastic Finite Elements in Reliability-
Based StTuct1Lral Optim1:zation. ISSN 1395-7953 R9543. 
PAPER NO . 156: C. Pedersen, P. Thoft-Christensen: G1tidelines for Int emctive Reliabihty-
Bas ed Structural Optimization using Q1tasi-Newton AlgoTithms . ISSN 1395-7953 R.96l15. 
PAPER NO . 157: P. Thoft-Christensen, F. M. Jensen , C. R. Middleton, A. Blackmort": 
Assessment of the Reliability of Concrete Slab Br-idges . ISSN 1395-7953 R9616 . 
PAPER NO . 158: P. Thoft-Christensen: Re-A ssessment of Concrete Bridges. ISSN 
1395-7953 R9605 . 
STRUCTURAL RELIABILITY THEORY SERIES 
PAPER NO. 159: H. I. Hansen , P. Thoft-Christensen: Wind Tunnel Testing of Active 
Control System joT Bridges . ISSN 1395-7953 R9662. 
PAPER NO 160: C. Pedersen.: Interactiv e Reliability-Bas ed Optimization of StTuctural 
Syst ems . Ph.D .-Thesis. ISSN 1395-7953 R9638. 
PAPER NO . 161: S. Engelund, J. D. S0rensen: Stochu.stic Models fo r Chloride-initiated 
Corro.sion in Reinforc ed Concrete.ISSN 1395-7953 R9608. 
PAPER NO . 162: P. Thoft-Christensen, A. S. Nowak: Principles of Bridge Reliability 
- Application to Des1:gn and Assessment Codes. ISSN 1395-7953 R9751. 
PAPER NO. 163: P. Thoft-Christensen, F .M. Jensen , C. Middleton, A. Blackmore: 
Revis ed R ·u.les for Concrete BTidges. ISSN 1395-7953 R9752. 
PAPER NO . 164: P. Thoft-Christensen: BTidge Mamag em ent Systems. PTesent and 
Future. ISSN 1395-7953 R9711 . 
PAPER NO. 165: P. H. Kirkegaard, F. M. Jensen, P. Thoft-Christensen: Modelling of 
Surface Ships 11.sing Artificial N eural N etworks. ISSN 1593-7953 R9625 . 
PAPER NO . 166: S. R. K. Nielsen , S. Krenk: Stochastic Respon.5 e of Energy Balanced 
Modr;l for Wort ex-Inrltl.ced Vibration. ISSN 1395-7953 R9710. 
PAPER NO. 167: S.R.K. Nidsen, R. lwankiewicz: Dynamic systems DTiven by Non-
Poissonian Impulses: M aTkov Vector Approach. ISSN 1395-7953 R9705 . 
PAPER NO . 168: P. Thoft-Christensen: Lifetime Relinbility A ssessment of Concrete 
Slab Bridges. ISSN 1395>-7953 R9717. 
PAPER NO. 169: P. H. Kirkegaard, S. R.. K. Nielsen, I. Enevoldsen: Heavy Vehicles on 
MinoT Highway Bridges - A Literature Review. ISSN 1395-7953 R9719. 
PAPER NO. 170: S.R.K. Nielsen, P.H. Kirkegaa.rcl, I. Enevolclsen: Heavy Vehicles on 
Minor Highway Bn:dges - Stochastic Mod elling of S11.Tjace IT'T:eg·u.laTiti es. ISSN 1395-7953 
R9720. 
PAPER NO . 171: l?. H. Kirkegaard , S. R. K. Nielsen, I. Enevolclsf'n: Heavy Vehie.les on 
MinoT Highway Bridges - Dynamic Mod elling of Vehicles and BTidg es . ISSN 1395-7953 
R9721 . 
PAPER NO. 172: P. H. Kirkegaard , S. R. K. Nielsen, I. Enevoldsen: Heavy Vehicles on 
MinoT Highway BTidges - Calcula,tion of Dynamic Impa.ct Fa ctoTs from Selected Crossing 
Scenarios. ISSN 1395-7953 R9722 . 
PAPER NO. 175: C. F1·ier, J.D . S0rensen: Stochastic Properties of Plasticity Bas ed 
Constit11.tive Law jCJT ConcTete. ISSN 1395-7953 R9727. 
PAPER NO. 177: P. Thoft-Christensen: Review of Ind7J,stTial Applications of Structural 
Reliability Th eoTy. ISSN 1395-7953 R9750. 
Department of Building Technology and Structural Engineering 
Aalborg lJniversity, Sohnga.ardsholmsvej 57, DK 9000 Aalborg 
Telephone: +45 9635 8080 Telefax: +45 9814 8243 
